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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-16 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 15 objected to because of the following informalities: "5" in the first line of 
claim 15 should be changed to -9«. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 

under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 

not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 

consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 

prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 



Application/Control Number: 09/773,91 1 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2616 

4. Claims 1, 5, 9, and 13-1 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hanai et a! (EP 0 640 897 A1) in view of Porter et al (US 5,263,032). 

Regarding claim 1, Hanai et al discloses, as discussed in the last Office Action, 
an information processing apparatus (Fig. 1), comprising: 

a clock (the internal clock of the video tape recorder disclosed in col. 6, lines 4- 
9) configured to supply time information used to manage an operation of the information 
processing apparatus; 

a receiver (the microcomputer 22 of Fig. 1 , col. 7, line 45 to col. 8, line 6 and col. 
8, lines 35051) configured to control reception of a broadcast signal; 

detection unit (extracting the VBI time data disclosed in col. 7, lines 1-12 and in 
col. 8, lines 35-51) configured to detect predetermined information from the broadcast 
signal received by the receiver within a predetermined period of time based on the time 
information supplied by the clock; and 

a processor (automatically setting the internal clock disclosed in col. 7, lines 13- 
44) configured to correct the time information supplied by the clock based on a result of 
the detection of the predetermined information by the detection unit. However, Hanai et 
al does not specifically discloses a memory configured to record a result of the 
correction of the time information performed by the processor. 

Porter et al teaches a memory or disk 15 for logging all memory errors, as well as 
error or malfunction in other system component, so that components likely to fail can be 
replaced before a catastrophic system (col. 5, lines 15-32). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to the memory log as taught by Porter et al into Hanai et al's system in order 
to allow the service personnel to determined the cause of failures without having an in- 
depth knowledge of the system. 

The method claim 5 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed in the 
corresponding apparatus claim 1 above. 

The program storage medium claim 9 is met by the microcomputer 22 of Fig. 1 , 
col. 7, line 45 to col. 8, line 6, as discussed in the corresponding apparatus claim 1 
above. 

Regarding claim 13, Porter et al also discloses the claimed wherein the memory 
is configured to store the result of a failure of the correction of time information when the 
correction of time information cannot be performed by the processor (a memory or disk 
15 for logging all memory errors, as well as error or malfunction in other system 
component, so that components likely to fail can be replaced before a catastrophic 
system disclosed in col. 5, lines 15-32). 

Method claim 14 is reject for the same reasons as discussed in claim 13 above. 

A program storage medium claim 15 is rejected for the same reasons as 
discussed in claim 13 above. 

Means plus functions claim 16 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed in 
apparatus claim 1 . 



Application/Control Number: 09/773,91 1 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2616 

5. Claims 2, 4, 6, 8J0, and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hanai et al (EP 0 640 897 A1) in view of Porter et al (US 5,263,032) 
as applied to claims 1, 5, and 9 above, and further in view of Baik et al (US 5,668,915). 

Regarding claim 2, the proposed combination of Hanai et al and Porter et al 
discloses all the claimed limitations as discussed in claim 1 above except for providing a 
controller configured to display the result of the correction of the time information 
recorded in said the memory. 

Baik et al teaches a similar a video cassette recorder having character display 
unit 14 for displaying the current time from the microcomputer 10 (col. 4, lines 35-49 
and col. 7, lines 27-48). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the character display unit 14 as taught in Baik et al into Hanai et 
al's system in order to inform the user the current and corrected time of the day. 

Regarding claim 4, the proposed combination of Hanai et al and Porter et al 
discloses all the claimed limitations as discussed in claim 1 above except for providing 
that, when the detection unit cannot detect the predetermined information the processor 
corrects the time information supplied from the clock based on-the result of the 
correction of the time information recorded in the memory. 

Baik et al also teaches that the internal clock is used when the current time 
transmitted in the video broadcasted signal is not received (col. 7, lines 50-63). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the capability of using internal clock when the current time 
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transmitted in the video broadcasted signal is not received as taught by Baik et al into 
Hanai et al's system in order to minimize the error in setting the current time of the video 
tape recorder upon an interruption of power. 

Method claims 6 and 8 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed in the 
corresponding apparatus claims 2 and 4 above. 

The program storage medium claims 10 and 12 are rejected for the same 
reasons as discussed in the corresponding apparatus claims 2 and 4 above. 
6. Claims 3, 7, and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hanai et al (EP 0 640 897 A1) in view of Porter et al (US 5,263,032) and Baik et al 
(US 5,668,915) as applied to claims 2, 6, and 10 above, and further in view of Nishigaki 
et al (US 5,907,365). 

Regarding claim 3, the combination of Hanai et al, Porter et al, and Baik et al 
discloses all the claimed limitations as discussed in claim 2 above including that the 
processor is configured to correct the time information supplied from the clock when the 
predetermined information is detected by the detection unit (automatically setting the 
internal clock disclosed in col. 7, lines 13-44) but except for providing that the controller 
is configured to control the display of a message representative of failure in correction of 
the time information when the correction of the time information cannot be performed. 

Nishigaki et al teaches, in the time setting apparatus, the capability of displaying 
to the user that the time setting of the clock is impossible (col. 23-25). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the capability of displaying the notice of impossible time setting 
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to the clock is displayed to the user as taught by Nishigaki et al into Hanai et al's system 
in order to inform the user that the time setting to the clock of the video tape recorder is 
impossible so that the user can determine other possible method to set the time of the 
clock of the video tape recorder. 

The method claim 7 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed in the 
corresponding apparatus claim 3. 

The program storage medium claim 1 1 is rejected for the same reasons as 
discussed in the corresponding apparatus claim 3. 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thai Tran whose telephone number is (703) 305-4725. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. to Friday, 8:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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